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in the Senate. Senators MCCAIN, 
GRASSLEY, KENNEDY, STABENOW, my-
self—in fact, President Obama was a 
cosponsor of our legislation last year. 
He has included in his budget a provi-
sion for this kind of legislation. We had 
over 30 Senators—Republicans and 
Democrats—who believed the same 
thing, and that is we ought to allow 
the American consumer to access FDA- 
approved prescription drugs from other 
countries—not because we want them 
to shop in other countries but because 
we believe the ability to do so will put 
downward pressure on prescription 
drug prices in our country. 

Madam President, if I might, I ask 
unanimous consent to display these 
two pill bottles to show exactly what 
we are talking about. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DORGAN. This is Lipitor, pro-
duced in Ireland by the same company, 
shipped in two different directions. 
Even the bottle is identical, except one 
has a blue label and one has a red label. 
One of these went to Canada and one of 
them went to the United States. The 
American people get the pleasure of 
paying twice the price for Lipitor than 
the Canadians do. But it is not just 
Canada, it is virtually every other in-
dustrialized country that is able to pay 
a fraction of the price for prescription 
drugs our consumers are required to 
pay. Why? Because there is a law in our 
country that says the only entity that 
can import prescription drugs is the 
manufacturer of the drug itself. 

The legislation we have put together 
on a bipartisan basis is very straight-
forward and it provides substantially 
greater protections with pedigree and 
batch lots, and so on, substantially 
greater protection than now exists. So 
don’t anybody tell me there is a safety 
issue. This is about whether the Amer-
ican people should continue to be pay-
ing the highest prices in the world for 
prescription drugs. 

At last—at long last—we ought to 
have a vote on this and get it through 
the Congress and signed by a President 
who was a cosponsor when he served in 
this body. So the majority leader has 
committed to giving us the oppor-
tunity to get this on the floor, and that 
commitment we will exchange by let-
ter in the morning. I expect that to 
happen in the very near future, within 
a matter of a couple of weeks, and I be-
lieve that finally we will be able to dis-
pose of this on the floor of the Senate. 
I believe that we have more than suffi-
cient votes to pass this importation of 
prescription drugs legislation in order 
to put downward pressure on drug 
prices in this country. 

What is happening in this country 
with drug pricing is unfair to the 
American people. It is as simple as 
that, and we aim to correct it. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senator from Il-
linois is to be recognized. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I 
will be happy to yield to the Senator 

from Arizona and then reclaim the 
floor after he has spoken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Arizona. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, I 

thank the Senator from Illinois. I will 
be brief. 

I thank the Senator from North Da-
kota for his outstanding work, and I 
thank also the majority leader, who as-
sured us that he would give consider-
ation to this issue. He has. He has 
agreed to bring it to the floor. And 
when the majority leader gave that as-
surance, frankly, I was a little skep-
tical about our ability to do so. I am 
happy he is bringing it forth for a vote, 
and I appreciate it very much. And I 
again thank Senator DORGAN for his 
outstanding work. It has been a lot of 
years we have been working on this, 
but I think we can move forward. 

I yield the floor, and I thank my col-
league from Illinois. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois. 

f 

GUANTANAMO 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, over 
the course of the last several weeks, 
the minority leader—the Republican 
leader, Senator MCCONNELL—has come 
to the floor repeatedly to raise the 
issue of the closing of Guantanamo. 
Day after day after day he raised the 
question as to whether we should close 
the Guantanamo facility and, if we did 
close such facility, where these detain-
ees would be sent and whether they 
could be securely incarcerated and de-
tained. These questions were raised re-
peatedly, and little was said on this 
side of the aisle, in deference to the 
President, who was coming forward 
with his plan and dealing with this 
problem, and it was a problem he in-
herited. 

When President Obama was sworn 
into office, he inherited about 240 
Guantanamo detainees, some of whom 
had been held in Guantanamo for a 
lengthy period of time, some had been 
interrogated, many had been consid-
ered for trial or military tribunal, or 
even released, but President Obama in-
herited these 240 detainees. He made a 
statement in one of his first days in of-
fice as President that two things would 
happen under his administration: First, 
we would not engage in torture as a na-
tion; and second, we would close Guan-
tanamo. 

After making that announcement, he 
made it clear he would have to come 
back with a specific set of proposals, 
which he did 2 weeks ago, in a historic 
speech at the National Archives. Until 
that speech was made, Senator MCCON-
NELL, and some other Republicans in 
support of his position, came to the 
floor and continued to question wheth-
er we could or should close Guanta-
namo. Today, earlier this afternoon, 
the assistant minority leader, Senator 
KYL of Arizona, came to the floor and 

made remarks about my views on the 
issue as well as President Obama’s 
views on closing the Guantanamo Bay 
detention facility. 

It is true that I believe, as President 
Obama does, that closing Guantanamo 
is an important national security pri-
ority for America. But Senator KYL did 
not mention the others who support 
closing Guantanamo. It is not just the 
President and his former Illinois col-
league Senator DURBIN who support the 
closing of Guantanamo. Many security 
and military leaders have said that 
closing Guantanamo will make Amer-
ica safer, and here are a few examples. 
Leading the list of those who agree 
with President Obama in closing Guan-
tanamo, General Colin Powell, the 
former chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and former Secretary of State 
under President George W. Bush; Re-
publican Senators JOHN MCCAIN of Ari-
zona and LINDSEY GRAHAM of South 
Carolina have both publicly stated 
they favor the closing of Guantanamo; 
former Republican Secretaries of State 
James Baker, Henry Kissinger, and 
Condoleezza Rice, ADM Mike Mullen, 
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, and GEN David Petraeus. 

So for Senator KYL to come to the 
floor and suggest this notion of closing 
Guantanamo is not one shared by mili-
tary and security leaders is not accu-
rate. The list I have given you is not 
complete. Many others agree with the 
President’s position. According to the 
experts, Guantanamo has been a re-
cruiting tool for al-Qaida that is actu-
ally hurting America’s security. In his 
remarks this afternoon, Senator KYL 
challenged the notion of closing Guan-
tanamo, saying: 

An idea that’s been floated by the Presi-
dent, Senator Durbin, and others. 

But Senator KYL didn’t mention who 
these nameless ‘‘others’’ are who agree 
with the closing of Guantanamo or who 
agree it is a recruiting tool for terror-
ists. Let’s take one for example: Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Mike 
Mullen said: 

The concern I’ve had about Guantanamo is 
that it has been a recruiting symbol for 
those extremists and jihadists who would 
fight us. That’s the heart of the concern for 
Guantanamo’s continued existence. 

That was a quote from the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, ADM Mike 
Mullen. 

Retired Air Force MAJ Matthew Al-
exander led the interrogation team 
that tracked down Abu Musab Al- 
Zarqawi, the leader of al-Qaida in Iraq. 
Here is what he said: 

I listened time and time again to foreign 
fighters, and Sunni Iraqis, state that the 
number one reason they had decided to pick 
up arms and join Al Qaeda was the abuses at 
Abu Ghraib and the authorized torture and 
abuse at Guantanamo Bay. . . . It’s no exag-
geration to say that at least half of our 
losses and casualties in that country have 
come at the hands of foreigners who joined 
the fray because of our program of detainee 
abuse. 

Alberto Mora, former Navy General 
Counsel, testified to the Senate Armed 
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Services Committee about Guanta-
namo. Here is what he said: 

Serving U.S. flag-rank officers . . . main-
tain that the first and second identifiable 
causes of U.S. combat deaths in Iraq—as 
judged by their effectiveness in recruiting 
insurgent fighters into combat—are, respec-
tively the symbols of Abu Ghraib and Guan-
tanamo. 

So it is not accurate to suggest that 
President Obama and I dreamed up the 
notion that Guantanamo is a recruit-
ing poster. It is our military who have 
told us that, based on their experiences 
fighting the war in Iraq and Afghani-
stan. 

Senator KYL also claims that no one 
has been abused at Guantanamo. He 
said: 

This idea that prisoners are treated badly 
is patently false. The insinuation directly or 
indirectly that torture has occurred at 
Guantanamo must stop. 

That is Senator KYL’s opinion. But 
others have a different view. The Sen-
ate Armed Services Committee issued 
a bipartisan report which reached a dif-
ferent conclusion. They found: 

Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld’s 
authorization of aggressive interrogation 
techniques for use at Guantanamo Bay was a 
direct cause of detainee abuse there. 

Let’s take another example. Susan 
Crawford was the top Bush administra-
tion official dealing with military com-
missions at Guantanamo Bay. She was 
general counsel of the Army during the 
Reagan administration and Pentagon 
inspector general when Dick Cheney 
was the Defense Secretary. She is a 
lifelong Republican. 

Susan Crawford reached the conclu-
sion that Mohammad Al-Qahtani, the 
so-called 20th hijacker, could not be 
prosecuted for his role in the 9/11 at-
tacks because he was tortured at Guan-
tanamo Bay. Here is what she said: 

We tortured Qahtani. . . . If we tolerate 
this and allow it, then how can we object 
when our servicemen and women, or others 
in the foreign service, are captured and sub-
jected to the same techniques? How can we 
complain? Where is our moral authority to 
complain? Well, we may have lost it. 

This is one reason that President 
Obama is closing Guantanamo and has 
put an end to the abusive interrogation 
techniques that were used at Guanta-
namo—because they put our troops at 
risk of being abused if they are cap-
tured. 

Senator KYL also claimed that there 
is no connection between the abuse 
that took place at Abu Ghraib and 
Guantanamo Bay. That is Senator 
KYL’s view. 

But the Senate Armed Services Com-
mittee reached a different conclusion. 
Here is what they found: 

The abuse of detainees at Abu Ghraib in 
late 2003 was not simply the result of a few 
soldiers acting on their own. Interrogation 
techniques such as stripping detainees of 
their clothes, placing them in stress posi-
tions, and using military working dogs to in-
timidate them appeared in Iraq only after 
they had been approved for use in Afghani-
stan and at GITMO. 

Senator KYL said those of us who ad-
vocate closing Guantanamo should be 

thankful for the service of our soldiers 
and sailors at Guantanamo rather 
than, quote, ‘‘slapping them in the face 
and insinuating they have done some-
thing wrong.’’ 

Let me be very clear. I visited Guan-
tanamo in 2006. I left with a feeling of 
great pride and admiration for the sol-
diers and sailors who are serving in 
Guantanamo. They are doing a great 
job, but they are being asked to carry 
a heavy burden created by the previous 
administration’s policies. It is no favor 
to the men and women who serve there 
to have them continue their service if, 
in fact it is a recruiting tool for terror-
ists who are putting the lives of other 
servicemen and women of America at 
risk around the world. 

President Obama is closing Guanta-
namo because it will make America, 
and our troops, safer. What is a slap in 
the face is to continue policies from 
the previous administration that re-
cruit more terrorists and put our 
troops at greater risk of being abused if 
they are captured. 

Senator KYL said there are ‘‘serious 
concerns about the safety of Ameri-
cans’’ if Guantanamo is closed and de-
tainees are transferred to the United 
States to be held in supermax prisons. 

But Republican Senator LINDSEY 
GRAHAM, who is a military lawyer said: 

I do believe we can handle 100 or 250 pris-
oners and protect our national security in-
terests, because we had 450,000 German and 
Japanese prisoners in the United States. So, 
this idea that they cannot be housed some-
where safely, I disagree. 

People who suggest that we cannot 
detain terrorists in our prisons should 
show more respect for the brave correc-
tions officers who put their lives on the 
line every day to keep us safe. 

Just the week before last I went to 
Marion Federal Prison in southern Illi-
nois. It was once our maximum secu-
rity prison in the United States before 
the supermax facility was opened at 
Florence, CO. It was interesting. As I 
met with the corrections officers in the 
lockup of the Marion Federal Prison, 
and after a little bit of a tour, I asked 
him: What do you think of this notion 
that we hear from Senators on the 
floor, such as Senator KYL and Senator 
MCCONNELL, that we cannot safely in-
carcerate Guantanamo detainees in the 
prisons of the United States? 

The one corrections officer said to 
me: Senator, I am insulted by that 
comment. At this facility we are now 
incarcerating members of Colombian 
drug terrorist gangs. We have had se-
rial murderers here. We have incarcer-
ated John Gotti. We have incarcerated 
some of the most dangerous people con-
victed, brought into this country from 
overseas where they are posing a 
threat to America. In the United 
States, we brought them here. We 
know how to handle these prisoners. 
We are up to this task. We have proven 
it over and over again. 

The very Senators who are ques-
tioning whether we can safely incar-
cerate our prisoners in our maximum 

and supermax facilities should ac-
knowledge one obvious fact: No one, 
literally no one, has ever escaped from 
a supermax facility in the United 
States. For those on the Republican 
side to argue that putting these pris-
oners from Guantanamo into a 
supermax facility endangers us in the 
community—it is not supported by his-
tory and experience. 

Senator KYL said: ‘‘No one has ever 
escaped from Guantanamo.’’ That is 
true. But it is also true no prisoner has 
ever escaped from a Federal supermax-
imum security facility. I said before, 
and I will repeat because Senator KYL 
made reference to it, at the base of this 
argument made by Senator MCCONNELL 
and Senator KYL is fear—not just fear 
of extremists and terrorists and vio-
lence but fear that this great country 
of America cannot stand by the values 
which we have honored for generations 
and still be safe; fear that we can’t 
stand for the constitutional principles 
we swear to uphold and still be safe; 
fear that we cannot trust Americans 
and our court system, the best in the 
world, to, in fact, try these prisoners 
and, if they are guilty, incarcerate 
them—fear that we cannot do that and 
be safe; fear that we cannot trust the 
men and women working at prisons 
around America, the supermax facili-
ties, to safely incarcerate Guantanamo 
detainees. 

That kind of fear, which is what we 
hear on a regular basis, the regular 
diet fed to us by the Republican Sen-
ators, is no basis for a sound American 
foreign policy. If we are going to have 
a policy which protects us abroad and 
at home, we should recognize threats 
for what they are, understand our 
strengths and our weaknesses, and be 
prepared. This idea of cowering in 
fear—which is what the Republican 
Senators offer us as a daily regimen 
from their speeches on the floor—is not 
what America has ever been about. 

Just this last Saturday we celebrated 
the 65th anniversary of that miracu-
lous invasion of D-day. I got on the 
phone and called one of my great 
friends in Springfield, IL, Joe Kelly. 
Joe Kelly came in on the seventh day 
after D-day with the Artillery, spent 18 
months with the Army, and fought in 
the Battle of the Bulge. He is a great 
fellow. He talked about volunteering. 

I want to tell you something. When 
Joe Kelly and his four brothers volun-
teered in Chicago to fight in World War 
II, it wasn’t because they were afraid. 
They volunteered because they be-
lieved they could only keep this coun-
try safe by being prepared to stand up 
for it and fight. They did it and did it 
successfully. 

That spirit, that patriotic spirit of D- 
day, of Joe Kelly and so many others, 
is what will keep America safe, and 
President Obama knows it. Senator 
MCCONNELL and Senator KYL can come 
to the Senate floor and express their 
fears over and over again, the latest 
fears that they have about the safety 
of this country, but they are not borne 
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out by the facts. I will stand by GEN 
Colin Powell and others, people I ad-
mire, who have given so many years of 
their lives in service to this country 
who agree with President Obama to 
close the Guantanamo facility, trust 
our supermax facilities to hold these 
detainees if that is necessary, and be 
aware of the fact that if we should ship 
these detainees to some other country 
to be tried or for some other purpose, 
there is a serious question as to wheth-
er they will treat them the way they 
should be treated for the safety of the 
United States. 

For many years, incidentally, Presi-
dent George W. Bush said he wanted to 
close Guantanamo. There were not any 
complaints from the Republican side of 
the aisle then. President George W. 
Bush could not get the job done. Presi-
dent Obama has said he will try to fin-
ish that job. 

I hope some of these who are critical 
of President Obama and his position 
will not make a political issue about 
Guantanamo. If President George W. 
Bush and President Obama agree it 
should be closed, it is pretty clear to 
me that at the highest level of our gov-
ernment there is a bipartisan con-
sensus. Our colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle are criticizing Presi-
dent Obama when it comes to Guanta-
namo, but the fact is, they have no 
plan but to leave that facility open and 
continue to see it being used around 
the world against the United States 
and as a recruiting tool for terrorists. 

I urge my Republican colleagues to 
join with GEN Colin Powell and join 
with those on their side of the aisle 
who understand that closing Guanta-
namo will make America safer. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Delaware is recognized. 
Mr. KAUFMAN. I ask unanimous 

consent to proceed as in morning busi-
ness and the time to count against clo-
ture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The remarks of Mr. KAUFMAN per-
taining to the introduction of S. 1210 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.)’’ 

Mr. KAUFMAN. Madam President, I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 
Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to a period of morning busi-
ness, with Senators allowed to speak 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMENCEMENT ADDRESS OF 
PRESIDENT BARACK OBAMA 

Mr. BAYH. Madam President, on May 
17, 2009, the President of the United 
States, the Honorable Barack Obama, 
delivered the commencement address 
at the University of Notre Dame, in 
South Bend, IN, the State I have the 
honor of representing in the U.S. Sen-
ate where I for a time served with 
then-Senator Obama. 

Although I was not able myself to be 
present at this ceremony, my friend 
and former colleague, Dr. John 
Brademas, who for 22 years served as 
the U.S. Representative from the dis-
trict centered in South Bend, was at 
Notre Dame for this occasion and has 
told me what a brilliant address Presi-
dent Obama offered. 

Here I note that since 1981, John 
Brademas has been president or presi-
dent emeritus of New York University 
where, as he did while a Member of 
Congress, he continues to give out-
standing leadership to the field of edu-
cation in our country. 

President Obama was awarded the 
honorary degree of doctor of laws on 
this occasion by the Reverend John I. 
Jenkins, C.S.C., president of the Uni-
versity of Notre Dame, and was greeted 
as well by the Reverend Theodore M. 
Hesburgh, C.S.C., president emeritus of 
Notre Dame. 

Because I believe my colleagues in 
Congress—and others—will be inter-
ested in reading President Obama’s re-
marks at Notre Dame, I ask unanimous 
consent to have the address printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

The PRESIDENT: Well, first of all, con-
gratulations, Class of 2009. Congratulations 
to all the parents, the cousins, the aunts, the 
uncles—all the people who helped to bring 
you to the point that you are here today. 
Thank you so much to Father Jenkins for 
that extraordinary introduction, even 
though you said what I want to say much 
more elegantly. You are doing an extraor-
dinary job as president of this extraordinary 
institution. Your continued and coura-
geous—and contagious—commitment to hon-
est, thoughtful dialogue is an inspiration to 
us all. 

Good afternoon. To Father Hesburgh, to 
Notre Dame trustees, to faculty, to family: I 
am honored to be here today. And I am 
grateful to all of you for allowing me to be 
a part of your graduation. 

And I also want to thank you for the hon-
orary degree that I received. I know it has 
not been without controversy. I don’t know 
if you’re aware of this, but these honorary 
degrees are apparently pretty hard to come 
by. So far I’m only 1 for 2 as President. Fa-
ther Hesburgh is 150 for 150. I guess that’s 
better. So, Father Ted, after the ceremony, 
maybe you can give me some pointers to 
boost my average. 

I also want to congratulate the Class of 
2009 for all your accomplishments. And since 
this is Notre Dame—we’re following Bren-
nan’s adage that we don’t do things easily. 
We’re not going to shy away from things 
that are uncomfortable sometimes. 

Now, since this is Notre Dame I think we 
should talk not only about your accomplish-
ments in the classroom, but also in the com-

petitive arena. No, don’t worry, I’m not 
going to talk about that. We all know about 
this university’s proud and storied football 
team, but I also hear that Notre Dame holds 
the largest outdoor 5-on-5 basketball tour-
nament in the world—Bookstore Basketball. 

Now this excites me. I want to congratu-
late the winners of this year’s tournament, a 
team by the name of ‘‘Hallelujah Holla 
Back.’’ Congratulations. Well done. Though I 
have to say, I am personally disappointed 
that the ‘‘Barack O’Ballers’’ did not pull it 
out this year. So next year, if you need a 6′2′′ 
forward with a decent jumper, you know 
where I live. 

Every one of you should be proud of what 
you have achieved at this institution. One 
hundred and sixty-three classes of Notre 
Dame graduates have sat where you sit 
today. Some were here during years that 
simply rolled into the next without much no-
tice or fanfare—periods of relative peace and 
prosperity that required little by way of sac-
rifice or struggle. 

You, however, are not getting off that 
easy. You have a different deal. Your class 
has come of age at a moment of great con-
sequence for our nation and for the world—a 
rare inflection point in history where the 
size and scope of the challenges before us re-
quire that we remake our world to renew its 
promise; that we align our deepest values 
and commitments to the demands of a new 
age. It’s a privilege and a responsibility af-
forded to few generations—and a task that 
you’re now called to fulfill. 

This generation, your generation is the one 
that must find a path back to prosperity and 
decide how we respond to a global economy 
that left millions behind even before the 
most recent crisis hit—an economy where 
greed and short-term thinking were too 
often rewarded at the expense of fairness, 
and diligence, and an honest day’s work. 

Your generation must decide how to save 
God’s creation from a changing climate that 
threatens to destroy it. Your generation 
must seek peace at a time when there are 
those who will stop at nothing to do us 
harm, and when weapons in the hands of a 
few can destroy the many. And we must find 
a way to reconcile our ever-shrinking world 
with its ever-growing diversity—diversity of 
thought, diversity of culture, and diversity 
of belief. 

In short, we must find a way to live to-
gether as one human family. 

And it’s this last challenge that I’d like to 
talk about today, despite the fact that Fa-
ther John stole all my best lines. For the 
major threats we face in the 21st century— 
whether it’s global recession or violent ex-
tremism; the spread of nuclear weapons or 
pandemic disease—these things do not dis-
criminate. They do not recognize borders. 
They do not see color. They do not target 
specific ethnic groups. 

Moreover, no one person, or religion, or na-
tion can meet these challenges alone. Our 
very survival has never required greater co-
operation and greater understanding among 
all people from all places than at this mo-
ment in history. 

Unfortunately, finding that common 
ground—recognizing that our fates are tied 
up, as Dr. King said, in a ‘‘single garment of 
destiny’’—is not easy. And part of the prob-
lem, of course, lies in the imperfections of 
man—our selfishness, our pride, our stub-
bornness, our acquisitiveness, our insecu-
rities, our egos; all the cruelties large and 
small that those of us in the Christian tradi-
tion understand to be rooted in original sin. 
We too often seek advantage over others. We 
cling to outworn prejudice and fear those 
who are unfamiliar. Too many of us view life 
only through the lens of immediate self-in-
terest and crass materialism; in which the 
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